jm. SOME REMARKS 


Upon a Paper which Sir George Hungerford, by a very wun- 
uſual and unfair Praflice, delivered at the Dcor of the Houſe 
of Commons, after a full hearing of his Cauſe before the 
Committee. 29. Der. Tr [. | 


1 "gh chief Objection whizh Sir Gecrge Hungerford makes, is a- 
gainſt the Power of Disfranchiſing, wherein it is evident how 
much he is miſtaken both by Law, Praftice, and his own 

Jadgment. For, 
1ſt, The Burgeſſes do not Vote, by reaſon of any Inhabitancy or 

\ / Burgage Tenure, but by being Elected and Sworn into the Office and 

|, >-+/,,, Truſt of a Burgeſs; for breach of which Truſt, They may be removed 

({ **0% /from the Office of a Burgeſs, there being a Condition in Law tacitely an- 

Ig ) nexed to ſuch Office,the Breach whereot's a good Cauſe of Disfranchiſe- 

a9 ( ment, and the Words of theſe very Disfranchiſements, are expresfly from 

— the Office and Dignity of a Burgeſs, ſo that ceaſing thereby to be Bur: 
gefles, they conſequently ceaſe to have a Right of voting as Burgeſſes. 

213. This hath been the conſtant Praftice as appeared at the Commir- 
tee by their Books for near an Hundred Years paſt, and Robert FHunger- 

ford Eſq; Sir George's own Brother, who was formerly a Burgeſs of this 
Borough, hath ſet his Hand to, and allowed of ſeveral the hike Disfran- 
clnſements, as appears by the Borough Books. 

3/3. The Disfranchiſement of one of the Perſons whom Sir George hath 
put into his Pole (though his Voice was diſallowed at the EleGion by the 
Stewards and Burgefſes) was done by the Advice of Counſellor Blake, 
Sir George's Son-1n-Law, and befides Sir George Hungerford himſclf was 
the firſt Perſonat the taking of the Pole, who made an Exception to 
Disfranchiſed Perſons, 


Objes, Whereas Sir George Objects, That Dyers Disfranchiſement was not fully 
proved. ; | 


Anſwer, Mr. Windhaw's Witneſſes proved that he had ſeen his Disfranchiſe- 
ment written in the Book, and could turn to the Place where it was torn 
out, and faid that Dyer gave Ten Shillings to have the Book in his 
Cuſtody, in which time 'tis ſuppoſed he tore it out himſelf. 

Note: Swaddon who was convicted of Forgery, and ſtood in the Pillory, was 
one of the disfranchiſed Perſons who voted for Sir George. 

Sir George Hungerford's ObjeQion againſt Oliver Harman, one of 
Mr. Wyndham's Voices (who never at any time lived more than One 
Hundred Yards from Calze, and his Houſe contiguous to the Borough) 
1s very frivolous, forit was proyed, that he lived in the Borough we 4 
the Teſt of the Writ, and ever ſince, and beſides during his living out of 
the Borough, he was always eſteemed as a Burgeſs, was ſummoned to 
their Halls, aCted asa Burgeſs, an4 had at that time, and now near 100 /. 
of the Borough Stock in his Hands, being intruſted therewith as a 
Burgeſs. 


Sothat the majority of Voices, plainly appeared to the Committee, 
to be for Mr. Wyndham, 


vz 
3 


